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Application/Control Number: 09/919,335 
Art Unit: 2153 

DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to an Amendment filed 26 February 2005 
are presented for further consideration. 

Responseto Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 5 have been considered but are moot 
in view of a new grounds of rejection upon a newly found prior art reference Book 
Browser, as set forth below in the Office action. 

Applicant's arguments regarding rejections of claims 1,4, and 9 under 35 USC 
§103, have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
In considering the Applicant's arguments the following factual remarks are noted: 

(I) Applicant contends that instant application is distinguishable from the prior art, as 
Schleimer requires the embedded images or other large files to be sent once from the 
host machine to the client only once. 

(II) Applicant contends that Schleimer teaches away from never having to receiving 
the high-bandwidth content over a network connection, yet still receiving the high- 
bandwidth content locally. - 

(III) Applicant contends that there is no motivation to combine Schleimer and 
Panasik. 

(IV) Applicant contends that the computer readable storage does not correspond to a 
cache memory of a client machine. 
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In considering (I); Applicant contends that instant application is 
distinguishable from the prior art, as Schleimer requires the embedded images or other 
large files to be sent from the host machine to the client only once . Examiner 
respectfully disagrees. Examiner asserts that Applicant's claim 4 recites, "receiving a 
web page to be modified", wherein subsequently the modified web page never needs to 
be received remotely via a network connection. Examiner notes that these claim 
limitations fail to exclude the initial step (i.e. receiving a web page to be modified) from 
being accomplished by the client device . Examiner additionally notes, that the claims 
recite no indication as to the location in where the web page to be modified is received. 
Therefore, Applicant's claims require that a web page must first be received by an 
unspecified entity, before the client computer never needs to receive the remote content 
for the image over a network connection in subseguent web page accesses as images 
are retrieved locally. Similarly, as additionally admitted by Applicant (Remarks page 7), 
Schleimer expressly teaches receiving a web page to be modified (i.e. receiving web 
page from the host machine only once at the client computer) wherein subsequently the 
modified web page can be delivered to a requestor's computer such that the requestor's 
computer never needs to receive the remote content for the image over the network 
instead image data is retrieved locally. Therefore, the Examiner asserts that Schleimer 
(i.e. in combination with Panasik) teaches these limitations, as recited in Applicant's 
claim 4. As a result, Examiner maintains rejections as set forth below in the Office 
action. 
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In considering (II), Applicant contends that Schleimer teaches away from never v 
having to receiving the high-bandwidth content over a network connection, yet still 
receiving the high-bandwidth content locally. Examiner respectfully disagrees. As 
addressed in considering (I), Applicant's claim language does not exclude the initial 
receiving step from being accomplished over a network connection by a client 
computer. Therefore, Schleimer shows receiving a web page, wherein all subsequent 
access to the modified web page, the client computer never needs to receive the high- 
bandwidth content over a network connection but retrieves locally. Therefore, Examiner 
asserts that Schleimer does not teach away from these limitations, but rather shows 
these limitations ac claimed by Applicant. As a result, Examiner maintains rejections as 
set forth below in the Office action. 

In considering (III), Applicant contends that there is no motivation to combine 
Schleimer and Panasik. In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion 
to combine the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the 
claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so 
found either in the references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one 
of ordinary skill in the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071 , 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 
1988) and In re Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). Examiner 
asserts that Schleimer expressly suggests portability of the aforementioned hard drive , 
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as evidenced by the disclosure of a client computer hard drive as conventional forms of 
portable computer readable medium (i.e. RAM, floppy disks, CD-ROMs, read only 
memories, DVD, etc; column 5, lines 2-10). Examiner further asserts that Panasik was 
cited as evidence in order to support that exclusivity of a portable computer readable 
medium to implement a mass storage drive of a computing device was well known in 
the art. As addressed in the previous Office action, Examiner expressly cites a 
motivation for combining the teaching of Panasik to Schleimer so as to employ a 
removable mass storage device to increase availability of web data locally accessible to 
client computers, (Schleimer column 3, lines 11-14; column 5, lines 42-58). As a result, 
Examiner maintains rejections as set forth below in the Office action. 

In considering (IV), Applicant contends that the computer readable storage does 
not correspond to a cache memory of a client machine. Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. As Applicant notes "portable computer readable storage" is disclosed as CD 
ROM, floppy disk, data storage card, or any other portable or semi-portable computer 
readable medium. As previously admitted by the Examiner, Schleimer does not disclose 
explicitly the local hard drive employed in the aforementioned method is exclusively a 
portable medium. Therefore, it is noted that Examiner applies Panasik in order to cure 
the deficiencies of Schleimer. Specifically, Panasik discloses the local hard drive of a 
computing device that is implemented as a hard disk, magneto-electric drive, writable 
CD-OM, DVD, ZIP drive or other high density storage device for portability (column 3, 
lines 33-38) was well known in the art. This portable local memory as disclosed by 
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Panasik is explicitly consistent to the exclusively portable computer readable medium as 
recited by Applicant. As a result, Examiner maintains rejections as set forth below in the 
Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite in that 

it fails to point out what is included or excluded by the claim language. These claim are 

hybrid type claims. 

Regarding dependent claim 20, the recitation "A method as recited in claim 9", is 
dependent upon a computer readable medium claim 9. Which is indefinite, since 
dependent claim 20 mixes the method with the computer readable medium of 
independent claim 9. This is improper. Applicant is requested to cancel or amend the 
claim language. Examiner will interpret the claims to be method claims dependent upon 
a computer readable medium of claim 20. Appropriate corrections are required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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. invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which the subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 9-15, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over Schleimer et al. (US Patent 6,249,787) in view of Panasik et al. 
(US Patent 5,987,547), hereinafter referred to as Schleimer and Panasik 
respectively. 

In reference to claim 4, Schleimer discloses a method that involves modifying a web 
page to obtain data stored locally on a client computer. The reference further discloses 
this image transmittal method efficiently transmits images and other information over a , 
network without increasing bandwidth (column 4, lines 37-64;column 1, lines 16- 
19;column 6, lines 53-57). Schleimer discloses: 

• A method for modifying a web page to point to local content on a portable 

computer readable storage product (i.e. hard disk) instead of remote content, the 
method comprising, (column 4, lines 37-64;column 12, lines 3-8; column 3, lines 
26-33; and column 6, lines 24-31): 

• Receiving a web page to be modified, (column 8, lines 24-26;column 5, 
lines 45-50;column 11, lines 13-15; and Figure 9); and 

• The web page including at least one image, (column 8, lines 26-37 and 
Figure 6a); 

• The source for the content for the image being linked to a remote location 
(i.e. URL), (column 8, lines 26-37;column 11, lines 13-15; and Figure 6a); 

• Modifying the web page to direct retrieval of content for the image to be 
retrieved locally from the portable computer readable storage product 
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instead of the remote location, (column 1 1 , lines 14-20; column 6, lines 32- 

» 

27;column 4, lines 26-37;and Figure 9), 
• Wherein subsequently the modified web page can be delivered to a 
requestor's computer such that the requestor's computer never needs to 
receive the content for the image from the remote location over a network 
connection; instead, the content for the image is retrieved locally from the 
portable computer readable storage product, (i.e. images are sent to the 
client machine only once; column 6, lines 27-31). 
Although Schleimer discloses the aforesaid hard drive as conventional computer 
readable medium (column 5, lines 2-10), the reference does not disclose explicitly the 
hard drive employed in the aforementioned method is exclusively a portable medium. 
Nonetheless, portable hard drives were well known in the art at the time of invention, as 
further evidenced by Panasik. Therefore it would have been an obvious modification to 
the method, as disclosed by Schleimer, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention. 

In an analogous art, Panasik discloses a network computer with portable hard 
drive (i.e. removable hard drive; Figure 2-item 22; column 3, lines 33-38). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been so motivated to accordingly modify the 
aforementioned method, as disclosed by Schleimer, so as to employ a removable mass 
storage device to increase availability of web data locally accessible to client computers, 
(Schleimer column 3, lines 11-14; column 5, lines 42-58). 
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In reference to claim 9, Schleimer discloses web browser and server process 
products on computer readable medium in order to implement the associated image 
transmittal method, (column 6, lines 15-26;column 11, lines 32-49;and column 5, lines 
45-50). The image transmittal method as shown by Schleimer comprises: 

• Automatically modifying a web page to point to local content on a portable 
computer readable storage product (i.e. hard disk) instead of remote 
content, (column 4, lines 37-64;column 12, lines 3-8; column 3, lines 26- 
33; and column 6, lines 24-31); 

• Receiving a web page to be modified, the web page including at least one 
. high-bandwidth content component (i.e. images, video, or audio files), 

(column 5, lines 59-61 ;column 8, lines 24-35;column 1 1 , lines 1 3-1 5; 
Figure 9;column 1 , line 65 to column 2, line 1 0; and column 6, lines 25- 
28); 

• The source for the content for the high-bandwidth content component to 
be retrieved locally from the portable computer readable storage product 
instead of from the remote content, (column 11, lines 14-20;column 6, 
lines 25-31 ;column 12, lines 3-8;column 5, lines 45-50;and Figure 9), 

• Wherein subsequently the modified web page can be delivered to a 
requestor's computer such that the requestor's computer never needs to 
receive the content for the image from the remote location over a network 
connection; instead, the content for the image is retrieved locally from the 
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portable computer readable storage product, (i.e. images are sent to the 

client machine only once; column 6, lines 27-31). 
Therefore, Schleimer discloses executable code that specifically implements the 
previously stated method. This is equivalent to the software program disclosed by the 
applicant. Although Schleimer discloses the aforesaid hard drive as conventional 
computer readable medium (column 5, lines 2-10), the reference does not disclose 
explicitly the hard drive employed in the aforementioned method is exclusively a 
portable medium. Nonetheless, portable hard drives were well known in the art at the 
time of invention, as further evidenced by Panasik. Therefore it would have been an 
obvious modification to the method, as disclosed by Schleimer, for one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention. 

In an analogous art, Panasik discloses a network computer with portable hard 
drive (i.e. removable hard drive; Figure 2-item 22; column 3, lines 33-38). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been so motivated to accordingly modify the 
aforementioned method, as disclosed by Schleimer, so as to employ a removable mass 
storage device to increase availability of web data locally accessible to client computers, 
(Schleimer column 3, lines 11-14; column 5, lines 42-58). 

In reference to claims 10 and 14, Schleimer shows a computer readable medium 
. (i.e. web browser and server process products) wherein the remote location is a remote 
server that is accessed through a network, (column 11, lines 25-64 and Figure 1). 
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In reference to claims 1 1 and 15, Schleimer shows a computer readable medium 
(i.e. web browser and server process products) wherein the network includes the 
Internet, (column 7, lines 30-35 and Figure 1). 

In reference to claim 12, Schleimer shows a computer readable medium (i.e. web 
browser and server process products) wherein the least one high-bandwidth content 
component (i.e. images, video, or audio files) has a source location (i.e. URL) provided 
within the web page, (column 8, lines 31-37 and Figure 6a); and wherein the modifying 
operates to alter the source location for the least one high-bandwidth content 
component to point to data previously stored to the portable computer readable storage 
product (i.e. hard disk), (column 11, lines 14-25 and column 9, lines 50-67). 

In reference to claim 13, Schleimer shows a computer readable medium (i.e. web 
browser and server process products) wherein the least one high-bandwidth content 
component is an image, (column 1, line 66 to column 2, line 22 and column 6, lines 25- 
31). 

In reference to claim 20, Schleimer shows a computer readable medium wherein 
the portable computer readable storage product is a read-only memory device (column 
5, lines 1-10). 
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Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Schleimer et al. (US Patent 6,249,787) in view of Panasik et al. (US Patent 
5,987,547), and further in view of Mighdoll et al. (US Patent 5,918,013), hereinafter 
referred to as Schleimer, Panasik, and Mighdoll. 

In reference to claim 1 , Schleimer discloses the aforementioned image 
transmittal method to comprise substantial features of the claimed invention. 
Specifically, Schleimer explicitly discloses: 

• A method for modifying a web page to point to local content instead of 
remote content, (column 4, lines 37-64); 

• Receiving the web page to be modified, (column 5, lines 59-61 ;column 8, 
lines 24-26;column 1 1 , lines 1 3-1 5;and Figure 9); 

• Scanning the web page to locate an image in the web page, (column 8, 
lines 26-35;coIumn 11, lines 13-15; and Figure 9); 

• Determining whether the image is supported by an image associated with 
portable computer readable storage products distributed to users (i.e. 
modified web browser product and hard disk), (column 10, line 66 to 
column 11, line 20; and column 6, lines 15-24); and 

• Modifying the web page to direct retrieval of content for the image to be 
retrieved locally from the portable computer readable storage products, 
(column 11, lines 14-20;column 6, lines 25-31 ;column 12, lines 3-8;column 
5, lines 45-50;and Figure 9), 
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• Wherein subsequently the modified web page can be delivered to a 
requestor's computer such that the requestor's computer never needs to 
receive the content for the image from the remote location over a network 
connection; instead, the content for the image is retrieved locally from the 
portable computer readable storage product, (i.e. images are sent to the 
client machine only once; column 6,. lines 27-31). 
Although Schleimer discloses the aforesaid hard drive as conventional computer 
readable medium (column 5, lines 2-10), the reference does not disclose explicitly the 
hard drive employed in the aforementioned method is exclusively a portable medium. 
Nonetheless, portable hard drives were well known in the art at the time of invention, as 
further evidenced by Panasik. Therefore it would have been an obvious modification to 
the method, as disclosed by Schleimer, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention. 

In an analogous art, Panasik discloses a network computer with portable hard 
drive (i.e. removable hard drive; Figure 2-item 22; column 3, lines 33-38). One of 
ordinary skill in the art would have been so motivated to accordingly modify the 
aforementioned method, as disclosed by Schleimer, so as to employ a removable mass 
storage device to increase availability of web data locally accessible to client computers, 
(Schleimer column 3, lines 11-14; column 5, lines 42-58). However, Schleimer and 
Panasik fail to disclose determining whether the image is supported by an image 
database. Nonetheless, this modification to the image transmittal method would have 
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been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as further 
evidenced by Mighdoll. 

In an analogous art, Mighdoll discloses a method that involves accessing images 
stored in a document database and subsequently retrieving the images from cache 
memory, in order to pre-fetch large web page components, (column 5, lines 40- 
58;column 6, line 7 to column 7, line 5; column 12, lines 28-39; and Figure 5). This 
modification would have been obvious because one of ordinary skill in the art would 
have been so motivated to implement accessing the document database so as to 
increase processing and downloading speed of requested web pages, (Mighdoll column 
12, lines 37-39). 

In reference to claim 2, Schleimer shows an image transmittal method wherein: 
the image has an image tag (i.e. URL) that provides a remote address for the remote 
content for the image, (Schleimer column 8, lines 31-37 and Figure 6a); and wherein the 
modifying operates to modify the image tag to point to the portable computer readable 
storage products instead of the remote content, (Schleimer column 1 1 , lines 14-25 and 
column 9, lines 50-67). 

In reference to claim 3, Mighdoll shows an image transmittal method that further 
comprises: adding the image to the image database when the determining determines 
that the image is not yet supported by the image database, (Mighdoll column 6, line 7 to 
column 7, line 5 and column 8, lines 28-45). 
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Claims 5-8, and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schleimer et al. (US Patent 6,249,787) in view of Book Browser 
[retrieved from www.pc-shareware.com] and further in view of Mighdoll et al. (US 
Patent 5,918,013), hereinafter referred to as Schleimer, Book Browser, and 
Mighdoll respectively. 

In reference to claim 5, Schleimer discloses the previously addressed features of 
the claimed invention as well as a method for creating portable readable storage 
products (i.e. web browser product and hard disk) to be distributed to users, (column 6, 
lines 15-31; column 10, line" 66 to column 11, line 12; column 11, lines 32-36;and 
column 12, lines 3-8) comprising: 

• Receiving web pages to be modified, (column 9, lines 44-50; and column 
5, lines 59-61); 

• Scanning the web pages to locate high-bandwidth content (i.e. images, 
video, or audio files), (column 9, lines 49-55;column 1 , line 65 to column 2, 
line 10; and column 6, lines 25-28); and 

• Creating portable readable storage products for distribution to users by 
storage of high-bandwidth content to the portable computer readable 
storage products, (column 6, lines 15-30;column 10, line 66 to column 11, 
line 12;colunm 12, lines 3-8; and column 5, line 45-50). 

Although Schleimer discloses the aforesaid hard drive as conventional computer 
readable medium (column 5, lines 2-10), the reference does not disclose explicitly the 
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hard drive employed in the aforementioned method is exclusively a portable medium; 
and that when the exclusively portable computer readable storage products are 
distributed to the users, the high-bandwidth content is already stored to the exclusively 
portable computer readable storage products. Nonetheless, portable hard drives 
distributed to users with high-bandwidth content already stored to the product, were well 
known in the art at the time of invention, as further evidenced by Book Browser. 
Therefore it would have been an obvious modification to the method, as disclosed by 
Schleimer, for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. 

In an analogous art, Book Browser discloses portable storage medium that 
enables distributors to HTML web pages on the aforementioned storage medium. Book 
Browser expressly discloses an exclusively a portable medium (i.e. diskette); and that 
when the exclusively portable computer readable storage products are distributed to the . 
users, the high-bandwidth content (i.e. web page images, .GIF files) is already stored to 
the exclusively portable computer readable storage products, (page 1). One of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to accordingly modify the method of 
Schleimer so as to allow the previously stored information provided to users on the 
distributed software product (Schleimer; column 10, lines 35-40) to include image data 
making it readily available to users locally without receiving those files from a network 
connection (i.e. not connected to Internet; Book Browser, page 1). However, Schleimer 
and Book Browser fail to disclose determining whether the image is supported by an 
image database. Nonetheless, this modification to the image transmittal method would 
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have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention, as 
further evidenced by Mighdoll. 

In an analogous art, Mighdoll discloses a method involving: determining whether 
a requested document with high bandwidth content (i.e. images) is supported by the 
document database; and subsequently adding newly retrieved documents to the 
database, (column 8, lines 28-43 column 6, line 7 to column 7, line 5;and Figures 5-6). 
Mighdoll further discloses storing a recently requested document from the database 
onto the cache (i.e. portable computer readable storage product). As a result, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the method according to 
the aforementioned limitations. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to implement the modification so as to reduce the number of re-connections 
required between a client and a host machine for web page downloading (i.e. remote 
location), thereby improving network performance, (Schleimer column 6, lines 50-55). 

In reference to claim 6, Schleimer shows an image transmittal method wherein 
the high-bandwidth content is images, (Schleimer column 1, line 66 to column 2, line 22 
and column 6, lines 25-31 ). 

In reference to claim 7, Schleimer shows an image transmittal method that 
further comprises: distributing the portable computer readable storage products (i.e. 
modified web browser product and hard disk) that have been created to users, 
(Schleimer column 11, lines 1-11; column 6, lines 15-22; and column 12, lines 15-22). 
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In reference to claim 8, Schleimer shows an image transmittal method that 
further comprises: modifying the web pages to direct retrieval of content for the high- 
bandwidth content (i.e. images, video, or audio files) locally from the portable computer 
readable storage products (i.e. modified web browser product and hard disk), 
(Schleimer column 11, lines 1-20; column 6, lines 25-31 ;column 12, lines 3-8;column 5, 
lines 45-50;and Figure 9). 

In reference to claims 16 and 18 Schleimer shows the method wherein the 
portable computer readable storage products are either compact discs (i.e. CD-ROM) or 
memory cards, (column 5, lines 1-10). 

In reference to claim 17, Book Browser shows the method wherein said 
distributing the portable computer readable storage products comprises mailing the 
portable computer readable storage products to its users, (page 1 ). 

In reference to claim 19, Schleimer shows the method wherein the computer 
readable storage products are read only memory, (column 5, lines 1-10). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). A shortened statutory period for reply to this final 
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action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the 
event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action 
and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date 
the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be 
calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, will the 
statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to LaShanya R Nash whose telephone number is (571) 

272- 3957. The examiner can normally be reached on 9am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glenton Burgess can be reached on (571) 272-3949. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571 ) 

273- 8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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LaShanya Nash 
Art Unit, 2153 
May 3, 2006 





B. BURGESS 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY^E^jJER 2100 



